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We are reproducing here some of Engel'’s articles in the 
"Labour Stande ard" of 1881. This paper was Founded by the London 
Trades Council under the editorship of Georre Shipton, the sec- 
retary of that body, on which served a number of mili tant trade 
wionists associated with the First International. 


Iimgels wrote ten articles for the journal, but their tenor 
proved too wrevolntionary" for the liberal-ninded and predominant- 
ly refomis t Irades Council, and Engels ceased to write for it, 
In @ngels’ words — "ihe news: paper hes omuined the fathering place 
of all possiblé <nd impossiblé muddlehesds and in its concrete 
policy..... inclines toward Gladstone, " 


Ye are reproducins some of the articles in these pages as 
they May De ubTraniliar to many _ party “Reabers cnd.give an admir- 
ably lucid statement on some of the basic tenets of Mars em. 


kditorial Commi ttes, 


A FATR DAY'S WAGE FOR A FAIR Day'S TORK 


This hes nov been the motto of the English working-class 
movement for the last fifty years. It did good service in the 
time of the rising Trades Unions after the repeal of the infan- 
ous Combination Laws in 182); it did still better service in 
tae tine of the glorious Chartist moveient, then the Hnelish 
workmen Garched at tho head of the European yorking class. But 
bin6s are MOVing on, and a good many things which were desire ble 
and necessary fifty, and even thirty years ago, aré now ontigu 
ted ond would be completely out of D1 “2e, Does the old, time= 
honoured vatchtord too belong to then ? 


A Pe ir day's wage for @ fair day's work 2? But what is a 
fair day's wage, cnd what is a fair day’s work ? How are they 
determined by the laws wider which noderi society exists and 
develops itself ? For on snswer to this we nust not apply to the 
science of morals or of law and equity, nor to any sen tinicn tal 
feeling of humanity, justice, or even charity. “That is morally 
feir, wheat is eveu fsir in Ic a, Wey be far from being socially 
feir. Socicl feirness or uwifsirness is decided by che science 
sloné = the science whicn deals with the meterial facts of pro- 


duction snd excoange, the science of political economy, 
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Now that does political econony coll a fair day's wees 
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competition of employer and employed in the open market. And 
what cre they, when thus deternined ? 
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_ A foir day's wage, wm@er normsl conditions, is the sua 
required to procure to the labourer the means of existence 
necessary, according to the standard of life of his station end 
comtry, to keep himself? in working order and to propagate his 
race. The actusel rate of weses, with the fluctu: tions of trade, 
Woy be souctinos cbove, somceiines below this rate; but, under 
“ee conditions, that rate ought to be the averave of al] oscil- 
“obvious. 


& foir dey's work is thet length of working day and that 
intensity of actual work which expends one day's full Working 
power of the workunn without encroaching upon his capacity for 
the same amount of work for the next end following! days. 


The transection, then, may be thus described - the work- 
man gives to the Urpitalist his full day's working pover; that 
is, so much of it as he can give without rendering inpossible 
the continuous repetition of the transastion. In exchanee he 
receives just os auch, ond no more, of the necessarics of life 
as is réquired to kéep up the repetition of the sane bargain 
every diy. The vorkncn gives as nuch, the Capitelist gives as 
little, as the nature of the bergsin vill adnit. This is a 
very peculiar sort of fairness. 


But let us look & little decper into the matter, As, 
according to politicc] cconomists, wages and working days are 
fixed by competition, feirness sees to require that both sides 
should have the same fsir start on equel terns. But that is not 
the case, The Capitalist, if he connot agree vith the Lebourer, 
cen afford to vait, and live upon his capital. The vorknan 
cannot. He has but wages to live upon, and nust therefore 
take work when, where, ond ot wheat terns he cm cet it. The 
workmen has ho Pair stert. He is fearfully handicapped by 
hunger. Yet, according to the political econony of the Capita 
ist clsss, that is the very nen of fuirnhess. 


But this is a mere trifle. The applicetion of nechenical 
power ond machinery to new trades, and the extension and inprove- 
néots of Wachinery in trades already subj.eted to it, kecp turn- 
ing out of rork more and aore "hands"; end they do so at o far 
guicker rate than that ct vhich these superseded "hends" cen be 
absorbed by, and find erploynent, in, the menufectures of the 
country. These superseded “hands" form a re] industrial erny, 
of reserve for the use of Capital. If trade is bed they may 
Starve beg, stecl, or go to the vorkhouse; if trade is good 
they are ready to hand to expend production; ond until the very 
last han, wouan, or child of this erny of réserve sholl have 
found work - Which happens in tines of frantic over—production 
sloné - witil then rill its conpetition keep down wages, hnd by 
its existence alone strengthen the power of Capital in its strue- 
cle with Labour, is the race pith Gani tel, Labour is net only 
handicapped, it has to drag a cannon=-bell riveted to its foot. 
Yet this is fair according to Capitalist political econony. 


But lect us inguire out of whet fund does Capitcl pey these 
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very fair wages ? Out of capital, of course. But capital 
produces no value. Lavour, is besices the earth, the only 
source of wealth; capital itself? is nothing but the stored-up 
produce of labour. so that tne wages of Labour are paid out 
of labour, ahd the working man is paid out of his own produce. 
According to what we may call common Tairmess, the wages of 

the labourer ought to consist in the produce of his labour. 

But that would not be fair according to political economy, On 
the contrary, the protuce of the workman's labour coes to the 
Capitalist, and the workman sets out of it no more than the 
bare necessari¢s of life. And thus the end of this uncommonly 
"fair" race of competition is that the produce of the labour 
of those who do work, gets unavoidably accwaulated in the hands 
o: those who do not work, and becomes in their hands the most 
powerful means to enslave the very men who produced it, 


A fair day's wage for a fair day's work ! A good deal 
micht be said about the fair day's work too, the fsirness of 
which is perfectly on a par with that of the wages. But that 
we must leave for another occasion. From what has been stated 
it is pretty clear that the old watchvord has lived its aay, 
end will hardly hold water noviadays. ‘The fairness of political 
Gconony, such as it truly iays dom the laws which rule actual 
society, that fairness is ali on one side - on that of Capital. 
Let, then, the old motto be buried for ever and replaced b 
another: 


POSSESSION OF THR LBANS OF WORK - RAW MATERTAL 
FACTORI aS, WACHIuRY - BY THE WORKING PEOPLE THEMSELVES. 


The Labour Standard, London, 
May 7th 198381. 
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We hope that, with this issue, members can make up tlicir 
mids that this journal is a worthwhile proposition, and dco 
3GLr best to support it with subscriptions, articles, a 4 
Letters, 

The next issue will (so far as gossible) include the 
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tollowing:= 


Value, part TTL BY te wLimott, 
Value and Uxchatige Valuc, By J. Darcy, 
Philosophy and Socicty, I. Sy RX. Coster, 
Advertising, By A, ivimey, 


If you wish to submit a contribution for the next issue, 


please try to submit it at soon as possible, All subscrirtions 


ead contrioutions should be sent to I.P.J,. Committce at ian 

(ffice, The subscription rates are 4/- for six issues, and 

’ “6 for twelve issues,(both post frec) 
Editorial Committce, 
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Further to "Llaresub" 


Dear Comrades, 


Comrade Jarvis is to be complimented on his courage 
in trying to assess the qualities of the late Dylan Thomas. 
I use the word "courage" quite deliberately as anyone who 
makes such an attempt is worthy of the term. 


OF course, Jarvis as a socialist writer is well able 
to analyse scientifically and objectively a piece of writing 
which seeks to explain human society, its problens and suggs- 
ested amelioration. Unfortunately, Dylan Thomas is a bad 
ehoice, for two reasons. First, to my mind, Dylan had no 
message to give society; secondly his writing is of a gnal- 
ity that defies scientific analysis inasmuch as it is the 
tumbling torrent that comes from the springs of sentiment, 

& wave of passionate verbiage and musical alliteration. Words 
in prafusion, wandering around and away from the Pitre, Li 
short - glorious abandonment - with not too much attention 

to the story. How to make a case for this is indeed a task. 


| What then can be said for Dylan? It is very doubt- 
ful whether he believed in anything with any sincerity. He 
delighted in poking his snub nose into situations in order 

to catch people with their trousers down (or their skirts up) 
and to raise a bood belly-laugh at their expense. It is only 
fair to say that he often included himself in the rollicking 
Fane. 


Yet, despite the lack of social cortent, “message, 
etc., in his work, it will live. Uverybody loves the humour- 
ist, the clown, and (let it be said) the good natured fool, 
especlally if he happens to be talented. Those among us-—who 
were fortunate enough to listen to his ramblings bubbling 
out of those pouty lips, in between swigs of his beer pot, 
Will know what I mean. 


'o place him in the category of Tressell - a man with 
a far less reservoir of word pictures, though with a heart 
that beat strongly for the working class, is quite wrong. Not 
that Thomas wes without depth of feeling, he had plenty of 
it - at times when not quite sober, 


He certainly took Vales by the seruff of the neck and 
delivered hefty kicks at her communal backside. It is true 
that he exposed, in @ poetic manner, the shortcomings of a 
little community (probable Laughine) with the usual poetic 
exaggeration, He was, despite the tempestuous manner of his 
cutpourings, his indulgence in adjectival embelishments, a 
craftsman in the use of words. To him the words themselves 
were what matter:d. He was a weaver of word patterns in the 
abstract; one might say word magic. Wasic is of course mean= 
ingiess, but can be quite impressive, not to say exciting. 


He was a somewhat bewildered young man, bewildered : 
with beer, women and Celtic mysticism. Comrade Jarvis or 
anyone else is welcome to try and make some kind of a scien- 
tific socialistic explanation from such ingredients. lost of 
all he was - just Lbylan - the word spinner, He started by 
cutting his initials on school desks at the Swansea Grammar 
school and ended by cutting up a fuss and flutter in the crit- 
ies' world. Like Oscar Wilde and Caradoc Uvans, he was indeed 
a character who perhaps defies any rational explanation. Perhaps 
one might add "Who wants to be rational all the time?" 


W. BRAIN. 
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Lecture Notes by J. D'Arcy. 
WGaLin AND CO;3ODITTES 


1. Always bear in mind that Marxian economics are the only 
method that you can use to widerstand the fundamental nature of 
Capitalist Society. You cannot understand the exploiting | 
mechanism, the creation of Survlus Value or Industrial Crises, 
Without sofie knowledge of the Narxian Theoretical system. 


2. Marx's system can, brosdly speaking, be divided into 

two parts = (1) the theories of the teuses of the development 

of human societies, dealing Largely with the historical pattern 

of the social forces of production and distribution and the mat- 
ériel circumstsnces surrounding their use and the relations of 

men living in those societies, The conception of history, the 
NeO.H., ali essential introduction to the second part of the system. 
(2) ‘The examination of a particular form of human society - 
Capitalism. 


It would be legitimately claimed that before liarx's 
time, the science of political economy was unknown, (the produc— 
tion of wealth bY organised societies, and its distribution; 
(investigation alongs scientific lines). 


5. . This vas & Mammoth task - the reason why Marx undertook 
this exhaustive vork is worth mentioning bricfly. 


: 1842-15 - Editor of Rheinische Zeitung (German Radical 
Paper). smbarrassed when he nad to take part in discussions as 
Editor oh so called material interests. Rising Capitalism in 
Germany, like Capitalism elsewhere, was colliding witn existing 
property groups, Feudal landlords, merchant Capitalists, 
Nelicious groups. Such guestions as Forest Thefts, sub-division 
of Lended Property, Free Trade, etc. He hed to express an 
opinion through editorials on these questions, with which he was 
lsreely unfamiliar. 


another conplication was the ideas oeing expressed b 
the school of French Socialists. Marx had previously studie 
history, philosophy, and jurisprwivnce. He was not then an 
sconpomist. The current economists, particularly the Euglish 
classical school led by David Ricardo, hed worked out parts of 
his economic theory before him, but the system as such, the 
Comdination of parts into a systematic structure and the Loeory 
or Surplus Value, are his own. 


Marx had to construct en economic history of his own. 
The clsssical school accented Capitalism as natural, independ- 
6nt of historicel development in its origin, and final in its 
Spplication. Their position coulG be comoared to that of the 
Social reformers to-day, who regerd Caxvitalism as the best 
possible social system vito cternal relaticns of private ovner- 
Ship in the means of production -— end déal vith the effects 
as if they werc naturel causes. | 


This offended Marx's better historical understanding, 
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and he Ocean the dynamic cxaminction as opposed to the static 
investigation by the classical econvmists. Marx maintained 
that the Capitalist orgenisaticn of socicty was neither an 
accident or God-visited, but was in fact the product of a 
whole seriés of historical social procossés which have their 
basis in the Way men over tho ages hed got their livelihood 
their industrial relationship to the means of sroduction an 
the developincnt of their socisl réletions, institutions and 
political forms, arising from those industrial relations 
which he termed the ceonomic structure of society. 


_ Capitalisin hed to be examined from a historical 
stendpoint, therefore, & Gynemic one ond not a static one, 


The extent of the investigetion was:- 
(a What ore the sources of Society's wealth ? 
(b) How, and in whet mennir, is it produced ? 


(c) het factors, circumstances md conditions are 
hecessaury for its production, preservation snd 
accummul ition ? 


ry 
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(d) How, 2nd in what manner, ond in accordence with 
wa t prinsiples, is it divided amongst the 
giitcecrent social groups ? 


ie 


(e) Hox does this division affect the relations of 
the Groups and the individuals participatingin it ? 


(f) Vhet are the résulting forms governing the 
Girection of its genersl movenent ? 


(¢) What ore the historical limits of this economic 
orgenisation ? 


Marx hed to find ansvers to these questions in 18.5. 
It took a lifetine of study, but he found the answers. We have 
to answer the samc questions. In fact, we are the only people 
who are intercstcd in answering them, as the ansvors clearly 
point to a one-sided organised cheos vhich has to removed quickly. 
The seientirfic validity for Sociclism has been clearly establisned. 


socinlists talk about the common ownership of the means 
of wealth oroduction. “het is Vealth ? (Always in the economic 
sense, not spiritusl, abstract common uscage-x(conerete term)). 
Naturcl Veolth consids of a1] nature given (yA) materials, and 
wild animels, fish in the sea, fruit on trees; coal in the ground, 
and every othcr substence including Oil in the bowels of the 
desert or natural Gas., which men ttork on to produce the soclel 
means of sustenance, 





social labour is marricd to those(pet) materials, and 
os a result Use-Values aro crested (ortist r utility and 
consuiptiun), and several uses corresyonding to the needs of 
the stage of development of a particular society. For example- 
the creation of Use-Valueés differs in Feudal society from Barba- 
rism, as it will from Capitalism to Socialisn. The use-VYalue 


of any particular product is a matter forfhistory to decide, 
6. Py 


When we deai vith Value and Exchance Value we will deal vith 
this aspect, | 


Social or economic vealth is the sm total of these 
Use Valves. to form of ealth comes into existence wi thout 
the application of Human Labour, and human labour cannot 
produce Wealth without working on the materials provided by 
nature. Coal in the ground 1s useless unless it is mined. 
Fish in the sea imicht as well not exist unless they are- caught. 
and districuted, Mineral Deposits, Oil, Fruit on trees - 
all these aré useléss wotil they are fertilised ty the Labour 
of society, This brings them into existence, this realises 
their social usefulness. 


Wealth, therefore, is the sum of Use-Vsalues arising 
as a result of the avplication of Labour to nature giver 
Materials and this definition of Vealth can ecnally appr 
socialist society as well es to Capitslisn. 


HocGlety itscély is an organisation for vrosuction. 
Uhat we are concerned with, along vith Marx, is what happens 
to the products; whet Porm do they take 7 It was fairly obvious 
that the Capitalist did more than mcrely pérmit the relatively 
Simple process of the production of Use-Values. 


Marx bepins his famous work Capital with the following 
equally famous and devastating sentence, The Yealth of 
those societies in which the Capitalist mode of production 
prevails, presents itself 2s an imithse accummulatio of 
commodities, its unit being a Single commodity. Our investi- 
gation therefore must becin with the examination of the analysis 
of the commodity. " 


. _ if you solisere this statement vith the opening chapters 
of the Enelish classical school we mentioned earlier, there is 
a wealth of differencs. 


Adam Snith “Wealth of Nations". 


"The snnval labour of every nation is the fund which 
originclly sup lies it with all the necessaries and conveniences 
of life which it annuclly consumes, ond which consists always 
Gither in the immediate produce of thet lebour or in what is 
purchised with thet produce from other Nations". 


David Ricerdo's book "Principles*®. 


"The oroduce of the earth, 1] thet_is derived from NK 
its surface oy the wnited application of lebour, machinery == 
and capitel, is divided snong 3 classes of the community, 
hemely the procrictors of the land, the ogner of the stock or 
Capital necessery for its cultivation, and the Isbourers by 
whose industry 1t is cultivated. Fut in different stages of 
society the proportions of the whole produce of the earth 
Which will dé alloted to each of these classes under the names 
of rent, orofit and veges, will be essentially different, 
depending mainly on tae actual fertility of the soil, 
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on the accumulstion of Capital, and population, and on the 
Skill, ihgcnuity and instruments employed in egriculture". 


All these great luminaries of the science of Political 
Economy are ready to lay down general lavs governing humen 
society without regard to time and place. ‘They sre oblivious 
to the fact thet the laws of Capitalist socicty have no 
universel applicction, and are limited to a certain historical 
situction, and are far from being universal, eternal or anything 
clse of that nature. 


Nerx's statement on the commodity, with one michty 
stroke of the pth, placed Capitalism in perspective and in 
its proper historical setting. No soaring in the air, no 
generalisitions that may fit cveryting in general and nothing 
in particular. We start to deal with the real condition, a 
real-life situstion with definite burning problems, 


COMMODTTIES_ 


te Yhat is a commodity ? 


First and Toremost it is a product of human labour, 
under definite sociel conditions of production which can 
ouly apply to Capitalist society. It is on article produced 
for sale or exchenge with a view to profit. It contains tio 
diametrical opposites - Use-Veluc and lxchan ce-Valuc. 
distinctive property of « comodity, that quality that makes 
any ordinary article of consumption whether it be shirts, coats, 
food or houses, an article of merchandise, is its lixchange 
Value. They can be bought and sold as tell as worn, eaten 
or lived in. 


Use-Value is the utility of an article and is something 
inherent in its nature in the very mode of its existence. It 
would exist in all socictieés irrespective of mode of production. 
A thing possesses ixchange-Value only to the person who hes no 
usé for it, and loses its Lxchange Value whea its Use-Value 
asserts itself. 


Coimodi ty production is peculiar to Capitalist society. 
When we talk about commodity production we mcan 2a condition 
where the doninant means and almost entire means of social 
production are devoted to tho production of articles for sale 
end exchange. Commoditics have been produced in numan societiss 
before Cavitalism dut their production wes confined to hendi- 
craftsmen or incidentel surpluses. Their production was 
never & mass social process os it is to-day. It is only in 
Capitelist society that commodity production becomes the 
prevailing mode of production. A peasant family may produce 
or spin flax in order that. it may be woven into Linen to be 
used by the family itself as an articl® of use, but this will 
not make the flax a commodity. If however the flax is spm 
in order to exchange for whect, then that simplo process of 
exchanging stamps the article as a conmodity. This is naturally 
a simple or clemcntary form of exchange, but you can sce the 
cerm or the possibility of exchenging the flex for iron, milk 
wood, clothing or any other social product. 
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Consider the oosition of the patriarchal peasant 
fonily in history. It sctisfied its own needs. This peasant 
fanily is 9 type of social organism based on the co-operation 
of various kinds of labour; ploughing sna sowing are carried 
on, cattle are milkec, wood is carved, wool is spun, wovan and 
knitted, The various types of labour co-operate and dove-tail 
into each other. Thesc products are not exchanged but are in 
fact divided enong the fenily. 


Let us assume that the means of prcduction in this 
agricultural community ere perfected to a point where less 
labour than formerly is devoted to agriculture, whereby a certain 
anount of labour dower is set free which, provided all other 
things being equal, will be devoted to exploiting a deposit of 
flint in the comiunal territory, making flint tools and weapons. 
The productivity of labour is so great that far more tools and 
weapons aré mace than the community needs. <A tribe of nomadic 
shepherds in the course of its wanderings comes into contact 
with this community. The same thing has henpened in this 
comunity. The productivity of labour has elso increased and 
they are actually producing more cattle than they need. It is 
obvious that this tribe will gladly exchsnge its superfluous 
cattle for the superfluous tools and weapons of the agricultural 
comunity. Through this active exchange the superfluous cattle 
snd the superfluous tools become commodities. 


The important point to notice here is that the existence 
of the exchanged commodities commences with the development of 
the productive forces beyond the limited needs of the primitive 
communities. This primitive Communism becomes ¢« fetter on the 
progress of technics] development when this cevelopment has 
reached @ cortuin level. The mode of production domends tho 
widening of the circle of social labour. However, as these 
separate tribal communities were independent and even hostile 
to ecch other, this widening is not possible through the extension 
or systematic communist labour, but only throuch the mutual 
exchange of the superfluous goods produced by the labour of the 
communities.  Herking beck to the M.C. of H., we see hoy necessary 
it was to show the pattern of social development and to make the 
claim made by Marx that no society goes out of existence mtil 
all the productive forces for which there are room are fully 
developed. Tribal Communism entered that category; so did 
Feudalism, and latterly, Capitalism, which cannot use the 
productive forces at its disposal. 


A commodity is therefore a product of useful social 
1 
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labour which can be re-produced by society, end hich is 
produced for the purposes of sale and exchange. 

(to be continued) 
The next article in this series will appear in the next 
issue and will deal with Value and Exchange Velue. 


The second article in Comrade Wilmott's series on Value 
has been held over until next month. 


oir 


Sinclair Lewis, although undoubtably a significant American 
writer, was not the spokesman of his ege in the way that Hemming- 
way or Pitgzgeraiad were. In his comparatively early years, after 
‘the publication of Babbitt and fiain Street, it was thought that 
here was the long-awaited social critic of hiddle-Class Americas. 
aovents however, have proved this assessment wrong. 


Lt is true that Lewis in these two pooks, which are perhaps 
his most important works, turned the searchlight of satire upon 
the lives, ambitions and frustrations of the small-town American 
businessman of the'twenties and ‘thirties. The satire-fantasy of 
the excesses of these people is brilliant in places, as for inst- 
ance, the description of the Zanith club in Babbitt:- "The entr- 
ance lobby was Gothic, the washroom ntoman Imperial, the lounge 
Spanish Mission, and the reading-room in Chinese Chippendale, but 
the gem of the ¢lub was the dining room, the masterpiece of Ferd- 
inand Reitman, Zenith’s busiest architect. It was lofty and half 
timbered, with Tudor leaded casements, an oriel, a somewhat music- 
ianless musicians-gallery, and tapestries believed to illustrate 
the granting of Magne Charta. The open beams had been hand- 
adzed at duke Offutt's car-—body works, the hinges were of hana- 
wrought iron, the weinscct studded with hand-made pegs, and at 
ane end of the room was 4 heraldic and hooded stone fireplace, 
mich the club's advertising pamphlet asserted to be not only 
larger than any of the firepleces in European castles, but of a 
draught incomparably more scientific. It was also much cleaner, 
es no fire had ever been ouvilt in it." One might easily belleve 
from the many passeges of this kind that Lewis was a castigator 
of Middle-Class America. 


However, on closer examinstion, 1 is Tound that this is 
not so. Lewis's subsequent works did not evidence much anger or 
criticism at the way America and American business was going. 
Lewis, in fact, liked his riiddle-ciass characters. He had 4 
great affection for his Babbitts end Dodsworths and approved of 
them, and also implicitly approved of American big business and 
the monstrosities that it produced. 


What is really behind thas embiguous attitude is Lewis's 
lack of understanding. While Lewis professed utopian socialist 
views, in fact he never understood the workings of capitalisn, 
and like all-utopians, was constantly seeking solutions in "men 
of good wili", “honest businessmen", and the like. 


Lewis's heroes, apparently, were the people with vision, the 
craftsmen, the scientists, the efficiency experts, the people who 
Would see how to organise and run things, and eradicate the tire- 
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is a hotel-kKeeper, who works his way through all the stages of 
hotel work until he eventusliy achieves his life ambition - to 
run a perfect hotel where everyone is contented, the cooking 
peerless, and presumably the charges reasonable. Dodsworth, too, 
is this type of man, far more concerned with the technical prob- 
lems of producing an excellent medium—priced car than with real- 
ising enormous profits. What happens to these heroes is reslly 
guite enlightening - they get pushed out by big business. 


Perhaps the most damning criticism that can be levelled at 
Lewis is that the majority of nis work dated very quickly. Read- 
ers of today, nourished on gay, Tennessee Williams or William 
Paulkner, can only snigger at the naivities of Dodsworth (1929) 
for instance, which itself is one of Lewis's better works. 
Although there is much to admire and approve of in vais novela, 
there is aleo much that is tiresome, and many of the charecters 
appear as no more than improbable pastehbosrd figures, with very 
little relevance to reality. ere, Lewis makes an interesting 
comparison with bernard shaw, both of them using their characters 
tO express a struggle between opposing ideas and ideals, and both 
of them completely unable to breath life into their characters. 


Lewis, in his early novels, clearly showed his leaning to- 
wards Utopian Socialism, end in fact he joined Upton Sinclair's 
"Socialist" community at Helicon Hall in his ceriy years. Perhaps 
the best way to appreciate the dévelopment of his ideas is to 
examine his novels in chronological order and look at the ideas 
that they express. 


His first novel, or at least the first novel published under 
his name, Our tir. Wrenn (1924), is a whimsical tale of a "little 
man" chained to his job and imprisoned by his notions of respsect- 
ability, who receives an inheritance and is able to fulfill his 
dreams of travel. On his travels he is confronted with a world of 
Bohemianism and politics, and eventually turns into a complete 
and philosophicai businessman. In a somewhat similar vein, The 
Innocents (1917) tells of the fantastic exploits of a pathetic 
lower middle-class couple who acnieve "success" and their hearts 
desires. Here though, the whimsicality is carried so far as te 
make the novel almost completely absurd, and even Lewis subsequ- 
ently agreed that it wes "a flagrant excursion into sentiment-= 
ality". | 

The Job (1917) carries [lewis's idees a stage further, into 
the concept of "business craftsmanship", an idea that was to rem- 
ain dear to him for the rest of his career, The heroine of the 
novel is a quasi-emancipated woman, Une Golden, who sets out from 


her small-town middle-class backyard to find life and adventure 
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finishes up as an efficient businesswoman running a chain of 
hotels, married to another "scientific businessman” and thus 
Job and Domesticity are happily combined, 


Another early novel, She Trail of the Hawk deals with 
another section of imerican life that Lewis knew and loved - 
the prairie wanlets of the Mid-Yest with bheir tin shacks and : 
saloons. The description of the Western countryside and the 
hero's early life is quite interesting, but when the novel moves 
again to the "scicntifiec business" of aircraft and pilots, the 
story becomes bogged down and tiresome, 


Main Street,(1920), which marked the heginning of Lewis's 
reéal careéer, is basicaily a domestic drama against the back- 
ground of a smell town in the American ltiddlewesat, Carol 
Kennicott, brought on hsr marriage to the small town Gopher 
Prairi¢c, is disgusted at the backwardness of the inhabitants, 
and they in turn, are derisive of her “culture", ‘The subsidiary 
characters in the novel, whom one might term the small town 
intellectuals, are pathetic and rather absurd, but Lewis does 
an this work capture the thon current changing spirit of Amer- - 
jean life, from provincia] backwarcness to industrial "hustle". 


"Babbitt", which is in wany ways Lewis's mostrewarding 
work, telis of a perplexed small-town businessman who contin- 
ually struggles to acquire more and more material possessions 
without in the least knowing why. In the process, he himself 
becomes moulded by these matertal possessions and the struggle 
to ootain them. Babbitt ie the classic account of the Amorican 
middle class empire. Its hero, George ». Babbitt, is a real 
estate dealer who lives in floral Heights, a desirable suburb 
of Zenith — "The Zip City". His house has all the benefits of 
modern civilisation and is just like ee y other house in the 
district, The remarkable virtue of the novel is that although 
the characters are never completely credible and seldom come to 
life, the description of their lives and surroundings is com- 





pletely convincing, and provides a rewarkable commentary on 


American middle class existence. . 
Arrowsmith (1925), Lewis's third important work, combines 
a satire of the profitable exploitation of médicinal research 
with an account of a young man’s progresa from a yillage-doctor 
] Aithouweh the siwhieet 


a 





town medical man. 





background to a cynica 
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remarkable contrast. Ths first is a romantic, trashy, pot- 
boiler, and is to present-day eyes, hopelessly dated. The 
other, however, is perhaps Lewis's most lasting work. 
timer Gantry is a fascinating account of & grasping, 
unscrupulous "hot gsoespeller" who treads on the faces of the 
more timid souls on his wey up the ladder of religious big 
business. The most absorbing part of the novel is the des- 
criptions of the atmosphere at revival meetings, and of the 
strugcles between the rival money-grubbing religious outfits. 
As we know too well, this kind of picture is still valid, 
and the descrivtions of the "Lively i vay avenings"; "Comm 
ittee on Fublic Morals"; and the "Salesmanship of Salvation", 
complete with celestial chcirs and the aa strike very near 
hone, | 
The Man who Knew Coolidge (1928) is @ sort of reworking 
of Babbitt, only #his time the nero is far less sympathetic 
and the building up of the description of the horrors of 
niddle-class life is much less effective. The same criticism 
might be levelled at the next novel, Dodsworth, which is main- 
ly concerned with tke domestic drama of an intelligent but 
plodding business-man who is marricd to 2 social-climbing, 
culture—secking snob. One might perhaps, twenty years ago, 
have believed in san Dodsworth and his empty-headed wife fran 
but today, although such people might exist, they merely pres- 
ent a quaint picture of middle-class absurdity anidst attempt-— 
ed nobility. 
inn Vickers is yet ancther tale of the mall-town mal- 
content who arrives at the bis city in the scarch for Truth, 
whatever that is. In this novel there are echoes of Lewis's 
utopian socislism, and the result of Lewis's pondering on the 
subject of radicalism was his satire, "It Can't Happen Here", 
It Can't Happen ilere (1935), a fantasy of a fascist dict- 
atorship in America, entertains, but shows only too Well that 
Lewis had no idea of what roally went on in society, and what 
was really behind big business and the rise of fascism, and 
perhaps more important still, what was really behind the 
social problems thet existed. This novel serves to concret- 
Lewis's ideas on Demociacy and Hadicakism. It gives a 
Fairly convincing account of how a fascist dictatorship comes 
to power in America, and the subsequent repression and atroc- 
ities that go with it. Lewis did reslise that people living 
in slump conditions, with millions of unemployed and inflated 
prices, were likely to find themselves, in their search for a 
"strong governnent", under a vicious dictatorship. What Lewis 
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fascist or conmunist, is established to protect the interests 
or a ruling class or faction. 

Lewis saw this as a straight struggle between democracy 
and fascism, and in the novel the exiled leader of the insurg- 
cntsa is the defeated Republican candidate, who aims to’ re- 
escadiish political institutions as they were before. 

The here of the novel is an honest newspaper Gditor, who 
secks the answer to the problem of fascism, and after searching 
for it among the Communists and other left—-wingers, eventually 
decides that it is to be found in the radical scientists and 

he like — in short, Lewis's mixture as before. In Spite of 
this blatant disregard of the truce nature of capitalism, Lewis 
makes this work intorasting and rewarding, and in places, even 
eenuinily moving. However, a similar satire on a fascist dict- 


atorship, Nathanael West's "A Cool iillion", shows a far greater 


gift for satirising bankers and businessmen, and is also 
infinitely more amusing ard stimulating. 

After Lewis had exneusted his quasi-revolutionary senti- 
ment in the Last-mentioned work, he returned to his old standby 
of business craftsnanshir in "Work of Art", which is a sort of 
hotel-kecper’s vade mecum. At this stage one can regretfully 
conclude that Lewis's progress ag a social critic wes no prog- 
ress at alls 

Lewis's later novels show a continued decline in powers and 
inticate his inability to find subjects upon which he could 
write with conviction. Jt is something of a tragedy that 
writers of Lewis's calibre, fuced with a seething mass of dis- 
content ard human problems, can find nothing better to do than 
to regurgitate old formulas and turn out hack work. The one 
exception to this in Lewis's later years is perhaps Kingsblood 
noval, which convincingly tells of what happens to a white 
business-nan living in a respectable neighbourhocd, who discov— 
ers that he has negro Dlood, and is too honest te hide the fact. 
it seems likely that Lewis did not consciously turn out “pot- 
boilers", but honestly scught to write works of lasting value 
and soclal significance, but unfortunstely, whether due to lack 
of social insight or downright incompetence, he never really 
succecded on eitaer of these counts. 

Lewis then, was the champion of outmoded values. He 
sought to defend the honest scientist and thse type of man who 
night be described as the "craftsman businessman", the man more 
concerned with satisfying society's needs than with making a 
profit, althougn of eccurse, he is always gratified when a profit 


is made, Unfortunately, this type of man was becoming an 
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féewer and f.uwer hands, the very conditions of capitalism it- 
self destroyed the scruples of these people, or else destroyed 
the men themselves. Today, the financial and industrial 
colossus of American capitalism bestrides half the world, and 
has nn *itte for the Dedsworthsa and the Babbitts. It is not the 


udges Lewis today, it is history itself. 


AsWeL. 





THE BETHNAL GRieN SLECTION 

The party having decided to contest the Bethnal Green Con- 
stitucney at the next General lection, arrangements are now 
fue fo prepare the constituency, The candidate (Comrade 
‘i, Read: Bas Deen appointed, and some indoor meetings have been 
held i: Ghe area, It is hoped to arrange some debates, and 
notices and letters are being sent to the press, Hackney brancl 
also hone to expatid canvassing within the area, 

however, all this means considerable effort on the vars of 
the wmeacership, and our branch will urgently need the heln of 
ovher branches and members in order to make the campaign a 
Success, A list of canvasses will be prepared for the spring, 
wolcth will be advertised in the &.S5,, and a notice will be sent 
to Lonacon branches, It is hoped to arrange six or cignt cane 
vasses per month from March onwards, provided that surficient 
Ssupperl is forthcoming from other branches, 
in tue course, a circular will be sent to branchos with 
details of proposed activities, and a meeting suggested ai 
whieh ovsuch organisors and others can arrange 2 suitable 
progva=it:, In the mesntime, of coursc, we would welcome all 
SUGBC CLAS On Ways to make the campaign more effective, 


In 2ne meantime, members can assist by making contribut- 


ions * cne Parliamentary fund, which is still very low, ' 
Donations should os sent to Heud office, payable to B, Lake 


Hackney Brarich, 
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by J. Trotnan, 


In the Socialist Standard of April 1957, an article by 
Conrade Hardy appeared entitled "The sconorics of Rent Cont- 
rol" in which he not only made the assertion that rent cont— 


rol was not a working class issue but gave it the importance 
of 4 sub-heading. This induced Comrade Mayes to write to the 
S.C. on the matter, and in December a reply was circulated to c 


branches, but without the letter of Uonrade Mayes. As the 
reply seenied to be seriously nisleading in certain respects, 
voprade linyes considered that something should be done to put 
his own point of view, which we know to coincide with that of 
4 nutiber of other members. | 


The following as an endeavour to reply to the sditorial 
Committee's circular and to put our own point of view at the 
same tine. Our object is not to embarass either the &.C. or 
the iditorial Committee by denanding that they admit to ea 
histeake or to retract the article in question, but rather to 
get the party to thrash out these nuestions in order to ens- 
ure a more accurate approach in future. 


/a have tried to be as clear and logical as possible. 
if at times in expressing our thoughts we have also express- 
ed our feelings, we can only ask your indulgence. Unfortun- 
ately we are only hunan, end to ue polities is not a hobby 
but a matter of vital cancern. We do not know everything; 
if the reader does, we can have nothing to offer; if he 
doesn't however, we may be able to help each other and the 
party. wJiscussion therefore will be welcome, 
fe WOU) ON tis? HOD 

Before elevating ourselves into the more ethereal regions 
of theorcticsl criticism, there are in the reply of Vonrade 
Hardy and his associates on the uditorinl Committee, three 
rather earthy points which wa should like to dispense with 
first. 


Wiret, the following from page 3:- "It is also inport- 
ant to observe that Comrade Mayes' proposition that the party 
should support rent control would in fact mean opposing both 
the Tory rent policy and the Labour Party rent policy." Why 
is this so important? Had Comrade Hayes argued in favour of 
the Labour Party policy this would indeed have been an inp- 
ortant point. As in fact he nowhere supported the Labour 
Party, the observation is not only unimportant but totally 
irrelevant. ‘hy then was it made? This entirely false 
innuendos that Mayes is a crypto-Labourite can only be an 
attempt to bolster & wekk case with smenr tactics. We find 
this surprising from one whose intellectual integrity has 
always been regarded by most of us as unquestionable. 


secondly, coneerning eviction for arrears we read the 
following:- "Sven if we assume that having to pay rent arr- 


ears, but being able to pay them after the due date, is a - 
material advantage,..." Had Comrade Hardy ever been threat- 
ened with eviction for arrears of rent, he would not consider . 


this to be such a shaky assumption, nor would he be so blasé 
about his sniping. Just how far from the real world can a 
socialist wander? 

Lastly, & point of fact. we are told that the party 
"was opposed in principle to supporting reforns". Note here 
the unobtrusive use of the past tense. Comrade Hardy should 
have told us the position today, unchanged since 1910 when 
Conference aR EeEG that our E.P.s would support reforms on 
their nerits. nis is hardly opposition in principle. But 
our case too inust stand or fall on its ee not by 
appeals to prececent. 50 to the theory. Let us see if he | 


(or they) do any better, 


rirst let us be clear about the argument, Although the 
original article was much concerned with the events of half 
§& century ego, unless We are completely lost to this world, 
we presume that the article was inspired by the 1957 Kent act. 
Cetainly Cotrade liayes’' support of rent control was concerned 
entirely with opposition to that part of the Act which decon- 
trolled lar e humbere of houses. 


Conrade Hardy turns a somergault right from the off by 
concerning hingself with the tstablishment of rent control 
rather than its abolition. This of course cnables hin ta 
largely ignore Uouirade Mayes and have a much easier argument 
With some inaginary membors of the Labour and Tory Parties 
(of anything up to half a century ago) concerning their 
matives. 


Lt may be thought, by those unaware of the ways of a 
skilled debater, that dealing with this issue of rent control 
by discussing its application rather than its abolition is 
the sane argument but put the other way round. This of course 
ie exactly what we are intended to think as it facilitates 
the presentation of ridiculous arguments in a plausible form, 


Tor exmuple: Lunging out at his two imaginary oppononts 
he says "no government in this country has ever had a policy 
of rent contrel designed simply to keep rents from rising” 
but that it was always “in connection with, and part of, a 
policy of preventing wage increases". As stated the facts are 
correct, the implicd argunont plausible (we shall deal with 
this later) and the point relevant. But when applied to the 
real iseue - decontrol -— is it the same argument the other 
way round? Is decontrol always connected with, and part of 
a policy of, wage increnses? The proposition is obviously 
Absurd. But if this is not wheat is meant then the argu- 
ment neens nothing at all in relation to the decontrol of 
rents. 


Vonradsc hayes has been sccused in section 8 of not atte- 
mpting "to deal with the reasons why both Tories and Lab- 
outites are committed to higher rents", and much play is 
nade of the fact that they are necessary to enable landlords 
to keep their property in repair. Trom one who is so quick 
to point out the irrelevence of liayes' point regarding evic-— 
tion for arrears, it ib surprising to hear a demand that he 
should wander up further side alleys; for this also has noth- 
ing to do with the decontrol of rents. 


The rents of controlled houses can and have already been 
increased by certain fixed amounts for this purpose, and the 
tenant has recourse to the law if the obligatory repairs are 
not carried out. “hen a house is decontrolled however, the 
landlord is free to take advantage of the housing shortage 
(160,000 on the L.C.C. housing list alone; to line his own 
pockets at the expense of the tenants; and where expedient, 
to submit them to the “assumed" disadvantage of being thrown 
out on the street. 


Lnereased rents; threats of eviction; are these not 
working class issues? Do these things not threaten the stan- 
derds of the workers involved? VUonrade Hardy apparently 
thinks not. Lét us then examine his arguments, for now we 
decal with the real issue. 


It is not exsy to discover these arguments, for the 
nearcr we get to the nub of the matter the more cloudy every- 
thing becoties and, in contrast to the clarity of most of his 
facts and the precision of his conclugions, his line of 
reasoning is always implicit rather than explicit, if indeed 
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there is really no argument there at all, then so much the 
worse for Comrade Hardy, 


In replying to an edmittedly correct assertion by Com- 
rade Mayes that before rent control “workers paid more out 
im rent from their wages", he makes the following statement: 
"Spending 4 sualler proportion of wages on rent means of 
course spending a larger proportion on food, clothing, travel 
to work and other things." ‘s gather that thore is some 
“significance” in this which has escaped Comrade Wayes. <All 
this really means is that vost workers spend all their wages. 
Hut surely, if they epend, say £2 on rent and £6 on other 
things, and later only £1 aon rent and £9 on the rest, then, 
everything cist Peing equal, their consumption of other 
goods has inercased hy 128% and their consumption of housing 
rewalned the same, with &2 net gain to the worker. Or, con- 
versely, if the rent is irficreased there is s net logs. of 
course the ordinary worker docs not need maths to prove this, 
he KNOWS he's worse off when his rent foes up. 


ah, butt, and we can hear the question. Is everything 
eise equal? Hardy would say no, snd we wonld agrec with hin. 
What then ary the relevant variants? » 


In order to disprove cur contention that inereases in 
rent can lower the worker's standard of living, it must be 
shovn that they are invariably compensated for by hi;her 
wages which would not have core about independently of the 
rent increases and yice versa. 
TH THON LA? OF WAG. R 
To ghow this would appear to be the only reason for 
Hardy's continual horping on the fact that rent control hr 
flways been tied to a policy of wage restraint (incidentally, 
when wasn't there a policy of wage restraint, rent control 
or no?). any will recognise this as the old bogy of the 
Iron baw of Yaxzes. 


What are the facts? First on Hardy's pat theme — the 
introduction of rent control during the first world war by 
pegging rents at the 1914 levels; and in this connection we 
admit the point has a cortain relevance, 


We sue Irom his own article (April 1957) that by dar- 
uary 1919 wages had risen by 100% in snite of rent cortrols. 
lt may bc arpued that this was due to the rising cost of 
living and that had rents not been controlled wages would 
nave risen still further. This would be true if wages were 
tied rigidly to the cost of living, but as anyone whose 
econosiics hag gone beyind the infant stuge knows, they are 
not. In this particular case the cost of living had by the 
seliv time, even with rent control, risen by 120% representing 
an approxim:te 9% decrenas in real weresaiad the cost of liv- 
ing bccn further aggravated by rent increases the standard 
of living may have been lowered even furthers but even as the 
figures stand, they prove that the Iron Law of Vages on 3 
which this argument is sased is so much bunk (as every party 
member who has ever read YValuc, Price & Profit will know, - 
even if the «<ditorial Vommittec seem to have forgotten it). 


On the other hand, now that rents ere to be inereased, 
docs if follow that wages will rise also? ‘Ye do not wish to 
be prophetic, but we think it extremely unlikely. With the 
present increase in unemployui.nt ths reverse is to be expect- 
ede he employers' attitude is hardening everywhere, as 
also is that of the government, who somé time ago tock the 
unprecedented step of vetcing an agreed wage award of the 
whitley Council to 42,000 Fzalth service workers. ‘The report 
of the recert Cohen Committee on wefes, prices and product- 
ivity is also oninous with its dewsends that wage increases 
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Shall be smaller, .11 of which, coupled as it is with rent 
increases, generally foreshadows sn all-out attnck on our 
living standards which, if the much feared slunp material- 
ises, may be very successful. 


But fear not, good comrades, this has nothing to do with 
you or the class struggle. The Brighton woman who was rec 
ently drivep to suicide by her landlord's governnent-spons- 
ored demands obviously had not read Comrade Hardy's "Sconom- 
ics of Kent. Control", 


But perhaps we are being too harsh here. Our remote 
theoreticians do recognise om page 3 that "the workers nust 
struggle against their employers on the industrial field", 
and that "thie is one aspect of the class struzpgle", So you 
See Although their arguments rest on the Iron Law of Wages , 
they do know in fact that for all there are economic laws 
controlling the prices of commodities, including labour 
powcr, they work themselves out not by any supernatural 
means, but through the actual struggles of individuals and 


organisations in particular social circumstances. 
Tihs SCATZOP MUNI CONCEPTION OF HISTORY 


They knéw this, but they argue, this inmediate aspect 
of the class struggle must be confined to the industrial 
field. Politics must be kept pure and unsullied within the 
confines of the world of ideus - and never the twain shall 
meet. 


How nice and cosy it would be if we could parcel up 
society so neatly and put the work we h.we no stomach for in 
the “industrial file". Unfortunately, whether Comrade Hardy 
likes 1% or not, even the question of wages is not a purely 
industrial question. Wages - real wages, that is = only 
have meaning as a relationship between nominal wages and 
price levels, i.,e., cost of living; and cost of living can 
be influenced politically in many ways, by just such things 
aS rent control, granting and removing of subsidies, manip-— 
ulation of taxes, etc. The right to strike on which the 
struggle in the industrinl field depends; is not this a pol- 
itiedl issue? The use of troops to break strikes: democracy 
itself in fact, The immediate aspect of the class struggle 
invades every corner of society; it cannot be confined to 
the industrial ficld; every aspect influences every other 
aspect and the attitudes which workers adopt to these 
questions have an importent effect. In 1923 there was a 
move to abolish rent control, "but", and here I quote Com- 
rade Hardy, "this was so unpopular that the government got 
cold fect and decided to make minor relaxations only". As 
also, "a more aggressive attitude on the part of the workers 
has caused wage rates to rise faster than the cost of liv- 
ing index". 


Our case is that workcrs must fight for more pay, but at 
the same time it is important to tell them to resist the de- 
control of rents or any other encroachments on their living 
standards. In fact it is mo:e important, as this is a pol- 
itical question and more strictly within our province; but 
both struggles are necessary, both are related, and the one 
means nothing without the other. To tell the worker to 
ignore one aspect is to tell him to fight with one hend tied 
behind his back. 


It must be very conforting for enployers to hear such 
propaganda from the "arty of the Vorking Class". 


socialism for these members is no lounger the theory 
and practice of the clase struggle involving the re-organ- 
isation of society as 2 means of achieving final emancip- 
ation; but the rejection of the class struggle (except for 


ip-service) for the mers propagatio 
future cxietenne: ‘Ee ae Aktsracenten 
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nnd others was able to flourish go Long. Lt 
is this attitude which is erasculating our’ propaganda; which 
caused some of us to ask conference to discuas "Ldenlisn in 
the party". Oonfsrence did not think it necessary, yet 
within the year the party wes in the throcs of one of the 
biggest ideolopital controversits of its history. 


Hl} sorts of members heave Gone, but this unéercurrent 
of kalif-sharp idéalisn renains, woakening our theory ard 
hegating our vractice. Uutil it is Golplctely eradicated, 
the party can never beeane «a really virile organisation 
worthy of t..c support of the Working claas, ‘That the Dar by 
18 #iling few will dony. Unless we eqn adttinister & Large 
Gose of hard thinking, it may die. 


#orkers will never listen (and rightly so) to an ors 
anisation which tells them that guestions involving their 
immediate standards of living are not their concern, however 
much they may agres with our gencral solution of the prodlen, 
“arx and ingols knew this, because it is inherent in any 
real understanding of the materialist conception of history. 


fhe views of the uditorial Committee nre contrary to 
the views of Marx and ungels, and are contrary to the expr-= 
caged views of the party membership. If we accept them 
without the most thorough diseussion and a donocratic decis- 
ion then we will he guilty of creating a leadership in the 
party. This napperned in the &.5.. - It must sot happen in 
this organisation. 


this is an appeal for independent thinking. Thought is 
hard work and independence needs sone courare. ‘e are sorry 
comrades, but it ig the only way. 
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